December 27, 1967 



Daar Harold, 






barely ora hour since we have been on the4one 
hi evening, and I have carefully reread my memorandum, aim those 
portions of W¥II which are pertinent to it. ’ 

fend adequately states what I wanted to say, 

fend that this is done in a forthright and straJIht forward manner. 

commeStr specifics ihat we discussed , upon which I should like to 

i-h« camera, and the Nix instruction booklet desnite 

the fact that Earret interviewed Zapruder regarding his camera. * 

o f a ll, as I pointsdjGut , Abernathy apparel^lv confused film 
speed and cam!®|ft speed. Abermthy interviewed Nix and 
example was l^ertinent. More limpokant! how^^er. il ?iSt ?hJ Lir 
Sd’"LSL^^LSed° difference between film sjeed 

the cS^of the^v^v°f? apparettly confused the two in 

1 a j -I iTlx f j Slid th.a,t Bar’r*©tit may h.av© Tand T fhinir 

inaka similar mistakes in the case of Zapruder. ^ ^ ^ 

fh saying that the Zaprudei)(;amera is not constructed like 

one ®5’®°^^ically, the^apruder camera runs at more than 

one speed, regular, and slow motion. This does not affect the film / 

. The instruction booklet of any elect^c-evr 
riaSfrl f? = th.-ils,io faJt thlt auoh 

sp..d, control. try;^^^o^Sr 

T matter of electric eve camera 

by ill^sJ^atl^rSL ^u® °^"^®®Pts af fast and alow film 

o^ianisatlon, ana tb, propsl’u?^ f/’ 

the Nix camera, the Zapruder camera can run at two 

aon,^s““Jbls‘?s®l pSalM^U^ 

oSurirS xWoh bas zSpKa^r^ o?;r SL 

■ pSr^Llo‘f i%-"Sr^L?LS^^p.^-jTb?n^r‘ ,s 

between”. Thfc. is quite a difference between??1#'|^ifc^ 
b^^rLid .SS-operated. and run at ®fO different conslaS? s^^S-!!!:” 
the two d?qJfrr,nt^« sxposea ON the average at some frame speed between 
run irthaf «?n!bf!::en'^ ^a^^ciaiming t\at the camera can actually 

fK the camera runs at lb frames per second for 3 seconds and 

d 5 seconds, then for the 

me^h nSi is a little more than 52. Assuming the Lir-trigLr 

mechan^ stated before, then it is in principle possible to get differSt 




average speeds. You, Harold, do not have the right to confuse 
average eamera speed , (based upon different constant camera speeds, 
averaged over time) with the two distinctly different operating speeds 
of the Sapruder camera. 

Hy switching back and forth between the two speeds, it is possible 
to say one has exposed film at an average rate of some number, between 
18 and 48. But the camera cannot run at thatX3S£XS'' inbetween^rate i 
And, therefore, Zapruder would ha7e“ no reasbn to report that it had done so, 

2c, Furtnermore, it is not incembent upon me to create sentences 
that are foilproof against your specific "expeption-to-ths-rule" 
use of Zapruder 's camera, combined with an ®q.gil3:y far-out use of 
the english language, in which users of the^ord "speed", aire obliged 
to Insert the redundant modifier "constant". In order to have the 
term" speed" not confused with "average speed", Reallsf, Harold'. 

Therefore, my sentence at the bottom of page 8 '(Zapruder 's camera 
runs at only 18 frames per second, atd at 48 frames per second) and 
my sentence on the last page (it is physcially impossible for Zapruder ’s 
camera to run at that speed) are literally, scientifically, and 
precisely accurate. 

If you wish to invent a model of camera operation (X period 
of time at 18 frames per/beoncd^; plus Y period of time sit 48 frames per 
second) such thtt over a given time span, some type of average rate of 
exposure occurs, that is your privelSge. You will then have "to be 
careful to diatrlnguish between Average frame3-= exposed, and camera speed. 

I posited no such model, and my language was accurate £ind conveyed th e 
full meiQj^ing intended. 

3, NoS matter what model you wish to posit (Zapruder filming 
at 18. frames per second, or 48 frames per seccrnd, or with 
jittery finger Hwitching back and forth between the two) I trie^ to point 
cut th^t this does not address itself to the question of the conversation 
that took place when Mr. Barrett interviewed Mr, Zapruder for the FBI, 

Why did Barrett write down "24" ? Thfet la the question? 

Did Zapruder tell him this?. That- it is the question. 

Mr, ZaprudBr, knowing his own camera, would report either 18 frames 
per second or 48 frames per second. H® would have no reason to report 
the 24 frames per second Barrett implied he did, 

4, And, therefore, sincg THIS mistake on Barrett's pairt has nothing 
whatever to do with the speed at which Zapruder said his camera ran, 

XHXXS. (but does have much to do with Barrett's Inability to either 
take notes, or to understand what Zapruder was saying) it is un£ 43 tr of 
you to a) present this in such a manner 



or 

b) permit it to be publicized in such a manner 

as to relate it to the 30jt ernor Shaneyfelt refers to in his testimony 
regarding the reconstruction. 

The only thing these two have in common is the number "30". 

Thats why I caHed it sheer numerology in my memo, 

5. on the phone, you tired to imply that you did not imply causality, 
but look at page 183 and 184 in WWlI, Harold. What Impression is one to get 

from this? It matter not that you state "Belately after this book 

was written I discovered the Dec 4, 1963 report of FBI agent Robert 

M. Barrett.. ." 




n ^ bottom of page 184, you write: "The BBI knew not later than 

uec iyoj5,that Zhe Zapruder camera had .exposed 24 frames of fii™ rar 

of the assaoolnatioo baaod on a 

‘■‘■'his Is cornpletely Incorrect, and XJCCiKlKrepresents a bundled of 
oTllTllLriiZlllT. P-‘. -11 -lied tnto 

The knew no such thing. According to the record, all it had 
was a written reprt of agent Barrett. I. Bid not "know" that "the 
t^apduder camera had exposed % 24 frames of film per second". This is 
a serious error on your part to say they "knew? such a thing. 

They bad a conflict In , and that 1* all. 

On tbfcaL"j:.^?tL"lf!irL:nd’?r{bflabf 

caoenflftbe lblnr?o\e^i:fe“Lne!’“ =—1? - l-» -f ‘1= 

l^-.I —“I'l also like to point out that In your teat, without uslnit 
quotes, you paraphrased Barrett’s report as follows: * 

"And that the camera was set to expose film at 24 framers per second" . 

(W:fII, page 183, bottom, underlinings in original) 

Barrett's report, however, states; 

""p^r^ScSd!"^ (alphas^f^d i sS- rf or 24 frames 

Clearly, the underlined phaase "normal speed movie fiTm" ls totanv 

fnoludcr«ro“l"'’Ja*?" augfcstlvc of "fllb sj.ld"! YM^^anapL-a^*""^ 
includes XM only that portion of Barrett which agrees with Weisberg, 

fecSureruserin'’??rf photography, and the 

proceaures used in filming (one sets it at one speed anv lificclinc 

of ®®ntal average! 

of speeds I) clearly indicates that the nuiflber ”24" in the 

context of the Barrett report is unrelated to the 30% error 
in reconstruction. There is no logical relationship'^there. 

I claim that the way you treated the material implies that there is such. 

attend^nt'^tn“th«’f>^’^f bas evolved and the publicity 

attendant to the controversy clearly revolves around the Barrett renort 

happened to add that at the last mlDUte !’" '' and orignallv ho-d. 
based your case on Shaneyfelt’s 30%. uixuuue, ana orignaxiy no.^. 

views^ ^ close student of these matters, aad have the right to voice my 

Commission’s staff 

thosriestJfied ?n Sh speeds other than 

and the possibilitv that irresponsible work at best, 

possibility that they feared what they might find, at worst. 

ft sfuy !nd®Snwar?ant!d^°%il^^rf% niy acquaintance with Llebeler 

in t ^ unwarranLea. Yes, Harold, I have stopped beating mv wife 

^er unint^lle^tu^r? uerscnal insults, 4 lettfrs words, and 

otaer unintellectual insulting in debate do not^neak well for you. 

^nderaly yourg , 



David 




